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In Finland, the Act of 1935 I also shows considerable modifica*
tions, as compared with the Draft published in the Brock Report.
Whereas the Draft mentions only sterilization3 the Act, in con-
junction with the accompanying Regulation,2 explicitly admits
castration of a person over twenty-one with abnormally strong
or misdirected sexual instincts if he has been convicted of a crime,
or attempted crime, which shows the existence of such instincts
and makes him appear dangerous to others. The definition of
mental deficiency in the Regulation is extremely wide, meaning
an intellectual development not exceeding that of a person of
fourteen years.

An interesting feature of the Estonian Act of 1936 is that it
regulates not only sterilization but also abortion and that it
is also applicable to serious physical defects if they are of a
hereditary character.3

Summaries of the position in the Swiss cantons given in the
Brock Report and in a paper by Professor Hans Maier 4 make it
clear that, although only two cantons, Vaud and Berne, seem to
possess special Sterilization Acts, voluntary sterilization is in fact
practised, on a moderate scale, throughout the whole of the
country.

The Sterilization Acts of Alberta (1928) and British Columbia
(i933),5 having the exclusive purpose of facilitating the din-
charge of inmates of mental hospitals, permit sterilization only
with the consent of the inmate or, if he is not capable of giving
such consent, with that of his relatives, guardian, or the minister.
Nazi Germany possessed three sets of enactments which are of
interest in this connection (not counting statutes prohibiting
marriage or sexual intercourse between Aryans and Non-
Aryans) : 6

(a)  The Act of 24th November, 1933, concerning the Treat-
ment of dangerous habitual Criminals and some Measures of
Prevention and Reformation.

(b)  The Act of i4th July, 1 933, for the Prevention of hereditary
Disease in Posterity,7 amended by an Act of s6th July, 1935.

r   translation in MSdffKr, 1935, p, 399,       a MSchrKr, 1935, p, 40*.
3 MScnrKr, 1937, p. 571.                                                                             %
* Brock Report, p. 114 ; Eugenics Revitw, 1934-5, p* 19, where the Frencfa tost
of the Act of the canton of Vaud is given.
5 Brock Report, pp. 118-19.
8 Although these statutes have now lost their legal force* their historical signi-
ficance as a deterrent may justify the above summary, written before the coHapie of
Nazi Germany,
7 English translation in Brock Report, pp. 132 et seq*